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Title of Publication: 

Ravers Vol. 1, No. 1 

Other Known Titles: 
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Author: 
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Magazine 

Country of Origin: 

UK 

Language: 

English 
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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable. 
Display conditions: 
Not Applicable. 
Descriptive Note: 
Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

Ravers Vol. 1, No. 1 contains content falling within s.3(2)(a) (the exploitation of young 
persons for sexual purposes), s.3(2)(d) (the use of urine or excrement in association 
with sexual conduct) and s.3(2)(e) (bestiality). With respect to content falling within 
s.3(2)(a), the Board does not find it necessary that the models must actually be young 
persons for the section to be infringed. It is virtually impossible to verify the age of any 
particular model photographed. What is important is whether or not the text or 
photograph can be said to exploit young persons for sexual purposes, not whether the 
photograph is of someone actually aged under 18 years. It is the message conveyed 
by the text or photograph that matters. Advertisements selling sexual products and 
services emphasising young persons, by reference to their supposed age or by 
reference to context such as schools and props such as pigtails and lollipops, certainly 
exploit young persons for sexual purposes; that is the whole point of an advertisement. 
Equally, similar text, context, props and photographs appearing in a magazine, the 
purpose of which is sexual titillation, also exploit young persons for sexual purposes 
because such content is evidence of how the publisher intends to market the 
magazine. If images and text concerning young persons appear in an adult sex 
magazine in order to increase sales, it follows that the magazine promotes, supports 
or tends to promote or support the exploitation of young persons for sexual purposes. 

Similarly, with respect to the content falling within s.3(2)(d) (the use of urine or 
excrement in association with sexual conduct) and s.3(2)(e) (bestiality), once again 
code words tend to be used. Ordinarily many of these words carry relatively 
innocuous meanings, but in the context of these magazines they advertise the use of 
urine or excrement in association with sexual conduct and bestiality. And because the 
publishers and editors of these magazines had the power not to publish these 
advertisements, the inclusion of such advertisements in these magazines indicates 
that these magazines promote, support or tend to promote or support the use of urine 
or excrement in association with sexual conduct, and bestiality. 

The Board therefore classifies Ravers Vol. 1, No. 1 as “objectionable”. 
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